
Dr. Devid La Remmy 
D~pertmunt ef Zoology 
unswraity of m5Mgen 
Ann Arbor, Mlah. 

Dear Nenney: 

I have your letters&? the 1lBh oar Barkrrt'a euspeneion. I had read of 
We in '&he ~u~wupapbra, though wbq few details were gimn- atill too few 
for me to form any irml opinion, 4rpeOfally es I em not ~rsonally eoqualnted 
with Merbrt exasgt far a Wfef lntrddotim. 

1: cannot mymlf eubau?fM to the o&multi that you ebnt, but wfll be 
happy to eubaft it to my collseg~~ hers for their own uoneidsration. f 
would bQ wry dubioue ef the ussfulnesr~ of such teetimenial petitions in 
eny event. 

Ey ~1 rsaematima @r di~sated to the logio oi the ofrcular and, more 
impoWarat, to b??lcw%"a aoOion ?wfers the oasllittue. I uan eympa-bhbe with 
the dtlemme thut he met hevw faund Mmeelf in (eesaaing hie innoeenoe, until 
oth~~iss prcmn, cd' my rsmnt calm), but I ounnot approve of hie decision 
to P&USO to bstif'p~ TM6 responm hee dons tieeeurable harm to the acad&mio 
aammtity and to the eo~try, ae well am to the individuals directly lnvo?ved. 
At tha least, it pleya into the hands of the politiaiane who c3apitalkze on 
hyeterioal fear of oollnntrnirae by justif'ying ythe imputation of subwrsion and 
afmoealmimt. If !Herkstt would testify, he would ammand a rsqmct oh ny part 
(and othere') that he now forfeits. 

The airaular suggests that EZarkeft'e edm#fla reputation has some bearing 
on hfs intelleotual integrity in non-saienfiflo Tatters. My personal sxpurienoe 
@ f other roisnt%str doea not support the neoessity of euoh a oorrelation, on the 
Q~Q hand, and the warPld'e experienos wftb eom (fortunately wry fewj eoisntiats 
in Nazi Gemany svrd with Kluus Fuohe, fe W~roximate, k~ the other. Finally, 
a poeslble aoPollary of the leat esntenoe is that agreement with lysenklet con- 
aluetone, wae a mark of trsaean; X do nof agree with this party-lb-m rsaeonbg 
even in Q negative fkenae. If I were aaquaiited with Markert, I would be happy 
to offer u aheraotnr eamtmument, but it lr a delueien to exfrapolafb fram 
ecientWlc performance. 

Qf oour~o, thu feoulty end Admbhtretim will weigh this aunnideretion 
in hia fatrwr 1 RBII)W he would not have been appointed in the fir& pSaoe 
if' his abilities were not prmrly es-d. But I do not thfak ?ree%dent 
Nataher *Ill gfre muah weight to my hope that rsfueal to tsstify does not& 
out a prim faois caee dlhr diemllea4i$&L~~]lrlalhgns~$Mp 4adnWu$epe&y 
man has a ~i&tca@c&#qj~@~~cordLng to the legal gommsea of our demooratia 
tradftion 



on aolentif% eminsnee and aapabilityt they should be the due of the 
lsaet talsnted of ow oftisens. 

Again may f urg@ that svery good offloe be ~&a, to Mslrkmt to induoe 
him to t4etify. How elre uan the crhain of 8uepiuion be brokesnt Ae mtters 
atend new, A,B,C... eeeh F@fuscs to tesfify largely to proteat eeah other, 
but the only ones whd prrriit are the acreaeioldral zealute etill willing to 
fslks the law into Weir own hand@ (likja Fuehar) and the political opportunitb. 
Oonfmn~d wi@ amwrtod rimwale, the public has lfttls so~ourm but to 
ffuapeot that mm then “peat golitioal affiliations and activities" are 
involved, 

I would have no ob~ctlm to your tranermitting these remarks (jntaot) 
er pu may 444 ftt. 

hare slnoerely, 

Joshua Lmierberg 


